
k r .  Robert 1. Clark 
Niem an Founb tion for Jour nali enn 
Har vard Univa i- si ty 
4% Holyoke House 
Cambridge 36, X~aS6aChU8et tS  

Dear Mr. Clark: 

I dm sorry there has been s3me delay in replying to your letter 
df April 18th. but I have been out of the c i ty .  

First, in reply to your question as to waethrrr there wds any conflict 
of interest in the member8 of the Commi t t ee  of Coneultantr on 
Medical Research to tho Subcornrrdttee of the Department of Labor, 
Health, Education and %'elfare of the ,\pproyriationr Committee of 
the U. 5. Senate, I can reply very d e h i t c l y  to the contrary; this 
particular grouy, considered the m'irtter before them in an open and 
ObJeCtiVZ manner. The nature of the assignment was such that i t  wda 
abeoAutafy neceoaary the Committee include individuah who had wide 
exprierrce in mattera of medical research, otherwise many months 
would have 4sen cunsumed in obtaining sufficient bacrtground. 

I think it would have been impossible to select a group of competent  
advinors wnose institutiono were not recipient0 df grants from the 
National fnrtitutss of HeaAth. 
limited experience in medical research and wuuld lack competence 
for the svaiuation of the effectivanesa of onpoiny rasaarcn and LO 
proporre opportunities and needr. I mink we were  somewhat in the 
position of a minister wno advocates better church  attendance. I 
admittedly a m  dedicated to progress in medical care, and I would 
resent any implication that advocating improved health for our 
population and those of other countries ie  a furtherance of self intereat. 

Such individuala would have had a v e r y  
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In reply to your second question a m i n g  how clorely t h e  Committee 
worked with  the National Institutes of t4oalt.n and wnether most of the 
witnesaee  were N.I.H. people, I would rudgeot you get a l ist  of the 
witneosee. They included the Director of the National Institutes of 
Health and h i s  immediate assistants, the Directors of the separate 
Inmtituter, the Surgeon Generals of the three oranchco 01 tne Armed 
Forcer, the Department of Defense, representatives of the major 
Foundations dedicated to medical research, the American Medical 
r+.ssociation, the P,,rsociation of -6 merican hiedicaA Colleges, and donre 
outstanding individual ocientistr. The Committee did call on the staff 
of the National hst i tutzr  of H e d t n  a8 w e l l  as on tne staff8 of other 
orgarriahtions to rupply necessary and pertinent data. 
is that nly judgxncnto were in no way affected by the Institutes' 
personnel. 
of LMcntal Health to obtain specific facts, but noted no attempt on 
their part  to influence m y  thinking; i n  fact aeveral proposais made 
were quite contrary tu wnat I knew to be tho thinking of some of the 
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I did Confer with several member8 of the National Inatitute 

h8titUt88 ' Staff. 

Thirdly, you ask as to m y  feelings as to why Congreer is hiving: 
; . . . generous support of rneciical reeearcn in recent yearr. ' '  This I 
subscribe to the splendid lecderfdtaip I nave noted in both the Mouare and 
Senate; men with broad vision and deep human feelings who are able 
to blend €nose idealo with the recognition that saving a life dnd preventiug 
chronic illness has econoniic advantages, a8 wel l  a8 adding to tne 
health, welfare and defensive posture of the country. 
that "generous:' is quite the correct word - I wouid oay that " r e a l a t i c  
is a more appropriate cerm. 

' 

I =xi  not c e r t a i n  

In recent yearm medical r teearch  has yained considerable nionientuni 
and needs additional support .  U p a  had the opportunity as I have had, 
in cayacitier other than Conoultdnt to the Senate, to visit mort  of the 
major Universitiaa and rcaearch institution. of the country, you would 
have 8 t e n  the meager facilitiee available to many of those dedicated 
investigators. 
up8rading of medical ca re  in tnis country and has contributed nand- 
somely to the advances in medical education. hiedical training and 

M.edica1 research has been a major factor in the 
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rrledical research a r e  Siamese twins. 

One point you did not mention in your letter,  but w n i c ~ i  our CornmLttee 
considered and on which I can comment from- Gersdnal local experience, 
and t k t  is the question of how Federal sspport affects private suiport. 
The fact is t h a t  it proniotes private support; i t  generates intereet  
and OII f i c j T ! l e r i , u S  occazLii>iis h a s  encoa:-nged local private philanthro2y 
to rnakc  :!:-Act:: dnd I ; i f ts.  

j rri 

Blind cop ies :  Senator L i s ter  Hill  
JMr.  Bois feui l le t  Jones - If this is  riot your correc t  tit le and 

dddress ,  please let n,e k:iow. 


